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HOBO HCIIOJBABABDE JYAJIHOL UTEHTHUTETA Y 
I{PHOJ TOPH: H3A30B CPICKOJ HAIMJU™ 


Caxetak: Pay noKka3yje Kako je TOKOM JIMTHjalikor NoKpeta 2020. u Heroc- 
pedHo mocse mobeye cplickux cTpanaka Hay JlemMoKpaTCKOM TapTHjoM couMjaucta 
Ha “u300puma y Lpxoj Topu (30. asrycr 2020), 43 peqoBa MHpcKOr CBeLITeHCTBa 
Mutponosuje UpHoropcKo-lIpuMopcKe MH KOHepHa Bujectu WouIo je 10 u3He- 
Hahyjyher Halleta IpoMounje AyasHor UpHOropcKoO-cplicKor HAeHTHTeTa Ha WITeTy 
cplicke HalMje, WITO je KopecnoHyMpaso ca HAejOM CaMOCTasIHOCTH ellapxuja y 
Upxoj Topu y ogHocy Ha Cpricky mpaBocaBHy UpKBy. 

K.pyune pean: Cpou, Upxa Topa, Cpmcka npapocaBHa UpkKBa, WyaHH 
YMeHTHTET, CellapaTH3aM 


V1 nocie u360pHe mobeye cprickux cTpaHaka y I[pHoj Fopu 30. aprycta 2020. 
HacTaBJba ce OopOa ueHTuTeTa. C jeqHe cTpaHe je cplicka Hal{uja kao JeqMHa UCTO- 
pujcka Hauuja y Upxoj Dopu, c apyre crpaue je T3B. UpHoropckKa Halluja 4Hj WH ye- 
pl cy je MOTHYHO H30MWTHIM M3 cpricTBa, a c Tpehe cTpaHe Je y MoBojy peluKMpa- 
HH KOHCTPyKT Ha3BaH UPHOrOpcKO-cplicKH HJeCHTHTeT a HOCMOLUM cy My HaMeHWIM 
rpahancku oOmuK (Ilepopuh 2020a) u nyt KojM mpoma3H, Kako Kaxy, H3Mehy ABe 
uckybyyuBoctn (Kosovic 2021). Taj upHoropcKo-cprickH MAeHTUTeT He On Ono HH- 
UlTa Apyro WO upHoropcKa HaLuja 2.0. a KOHCTpyKT je Hajy2Ke MOBe3aH Ca CTaTyCOM 
enapxuja y UpxHoj Popu mpema Cprickoj mpaBocyaBHoj UpKBH. 

JlyanHu ugeututetT Beh roqMHy qaHa WoOuja Ha jaBHOM 3aMaxy, a HaMepa je 
qa ce IIpeKO WeTHHCKOr Kpyra MHpPCKHX cBelITeHHKa Mutponomuje UpHoropcKo- 
IIpHMopcke HM MeyujcKor KOHUepHa Bujecmu TpoMoBHIe TOA ApxKaBHOM KalloM 
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UpHoropctBa a He cprictBa. To cy yipaBo akTepH KOjH cy yTHMaIM Wa ce u3BpLIM 
peBu3uja mobeyze cprickor Hapoga L[pue Dope Ha napmameHtapHuM “300puMa 2021. 
Vi3BecHo MocTojH HamMepa a ce peKo Tor AyasHOr HAeCHTHTeTa 3aycTaBH yCIIOH 
WHTerpasHor cprictBa y UpHoj Top koje npeko HallMoHasHOr H3jallbaBaka MoOxKe 
mocehu Opojky oko uM Mpeko 40% a mpeko je3uukor u 10 60% ykynHe Monysauje 
LUpue Tope. Tume 64 Cp6n noctamm penaTuBHa BehnHa IpeMa HaposHOCTH a alico- 
wyTHa Behuna m0 jesuky (Paxosnh 2020a, Paxosuh 2020b). Ty nojasy, 3Bany Ayau- 
HH UJeHTUTeT, Beh je MOTpeOHO CaOnLITHTH Hay4HO] jaBHOCTH, Ha BpeMe pearoBaTH 
VW M3J10X%KUTH je jaBHO} KPHTHUM. 


Aya WAeCHTHTeT Y MPOWIOCTH Kao KOHCTPyKT TOTAaIHTAapHHX HAeouornja 


Y Upxoj Popu Kojom je piagana qunactuja Ilerpopuh Herow cmatpasio ce 
qa je HallMOHasIHO cprlicTBO H3Hay ApxaBHocTH LpHe Tope. Crora Huje HeroBaH 
yanHu ugentutet Beh cy LpxHoropum Ovum u3puunte cpricke HapogHoctu. Y 
Kwaxesnnn/Kpasesunn Lpxoj Topu omiaquna je BaciivTaBaHa Ha OBaj] HadHH: 
,Ocum L[pHe Dope uma jo cplickux 3eMayba, y KOjHMa 2KHBe Halla Opaha Cpou. 
Heku cy, kao MH COOOAHH, a HeKH Hujecy, Hero cy Noy TyhHHOM. CBaku CpouH y 
Upxoj Dopu qyxan je 103HaTH HW JbYONTH CBOJY WjeuOKyMHY JOMOBHHY — cBe cpri- 
CKe 3€MJbe, Y KOJMMa 2KMBe Halla ocmoOoheHa u Heocu0bohena Opaha Cpou. Huje- 
nan CpOun u Cpikuia, Ma koje Bjepe Ons, He CMHjy NOKaMTH HH %KHBOT HH 
UMalbe 3a ONMTY cplicky clobogy, FoOpo u Onaroctate. Tpeba, Wa je OpaT Muo, 
Koje Bjepe ONO, jep TelIKO Opaty 6e3 Opata” (Ilonosuh, Poranosuh 1899, 36). 

Mehytum, cnosbHH pa30ujauu cprictBa y Lpxoj Popu mpuOerapamu cy Tome 
na UpHoropue wim NoTHyHO M30NIUTe M3 CplicTBa WIM a UM HaMeTHy JyasHH 
ugentutet. Uranujanckn daliMcTu WM XpBaTCKH IpaBalliM MMaIIM Cy TaHOBe a ce 
UpHoropuu y MOTIyHOCTH H3y3My 3 Cplicke HallMje H CTplajy y JOU jeqaH KOHC- 
TPYKT KpeupaH ca cTpaHe, T3B. UpHOropcKy HalHjy: wim y Pumcxy cdepy u/usm y 
xpBaTCKy UMBHIM3anjy (Pakosuh 2019, 39-74). 

C apyre cTpaHe, Hemaykn uctopuyap Mandpex Crpaka u3 3uy0jye HHCTHTy- 
ta y [pauy, caunnuo je 1940. erauuky many Kpasesune Jyrocnapuje 3a noTpebe 
BpxoBHe KoMaHye KorHeHe BojcKe Bepmaxta. Ha mann cy ,,upHoropcku Cpon” — 
Montenegrinische Serben — 03HadeHH UCTOM OojoM kao Ht ocTamM Cpou amu je camo 
mpoctop Lpxe Tope wpadupan. Mpoctop ,,upHoropcxux Cpoa” oTmpyike ce m10- 
yWapao c rpaHHyom HekayjautHe Kpasbesune Ipue ope c tum wito je Metoxuja y 
MOTMyHOCTH OOojeHa alOaHcKoM Oojom (Straka 1940). Jake, Huje peu o 3aBHYajHO} 
IIpHiaqHOcTH, a HH HeKaallHuM WpxKaBHuM rpaHuuama. Ilopa3 Hauucta y J[py- 
TOM CBeETCKOM paTy ocyjeTHO je MoryhHocT Ja ce MO HHXOBMM CTapaTeJbCTBOM 
O3BaHH4M KOHCTPyKT UPHOrOpcKo-cplickor HAeHTUTeTa Kao MOCceOHOCTH — H34BOje- 
HOF TeJla — y OMHOCY Ha cpricky Halyyy. 

Tlo6ega KomynHucta y J[pyrom cBeTcKoM paty y JyrocuaByjH WoBesa je Wo 
cbeqepamHor ypeherma comujamuctuuke Jyrocnapuje c L[pHom Topom kao jeqHom of 
tect pemyOnuka. UnaHkom Munopana Dusaca y OeorpagcKoj bopbu ,,O upHorop- 
CKOM HaljHoHasIHoM mHTawy” (1945), KomyHuctuyka naptuja Jyrocsasuje je ycta- 
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HOBHJIa MOCTOjaHe WpHOropcKe Haluje H TO y U3BeECHOM AyasIHOM Busy: ,Mu cmo 
3a TO, jep CMO yBjepeHH, 3HaMoO Ja TO xohe IpHOrOpcKH Hapod, a OH TO xohie jep ce 
ocjeha, jep jecre HellITo MoceOHo, noceOun, ApyK4nju ‘CpOu’ of cBux Cp6a, — Lp- 
Horopun” (Husnac 1945). Popopuno ce 2a TakBa WpHoropcka HallHja “Ma LpHorop- 
CKy HallMOHaJIHy CBeCT, a Cplicky ucTopujcky cBect (Byjosuh 1987, 96-97, 100). To 
je OvslIa JOMMHaHTHa MaTpula uy BpeMe AnTHONpoKpatcKe peBosyuuje y Lpxoj 
Topu (1989) mu ToKoM npBux rogqMHa BilataBiHe JleMoKpatTcke MapTuje couMjacta, 
no 1997. u 3a0kpeta Muna Hykanosuha npema antucprictBy (Pakosnh 2019, 125— 
134). 





HaMouasHo u3jallibaBarbe Ha Nomucuma y Lpxoj lopu (Kiaxesuna Lpua Topa, 
Kpaesuna CXC, counjanmctuuka Jyrocnapuja u Penyosnxa Upua Dopa) 
(Ipema: Paxosuh 2004, UInujaxosuh 2011, 825) 






































Cpou UpxHoropun Octamu YkymHo 
1909 Kesax. 0 0 9 
lipsaltopa 95% 0,00% 5% 317.856 
og 91,35% 0,00% 8,45% 199 227 
Ee 7,46% 67,15% 23,81% 529.604 
1981 CP 3,32% 68,54% 27,30% 584.310 
LUpua Topa 
data [2904 [oem [sare | sm 
2003 Pen. 31,99% 43,16% 17,16% 620.145 
Upua Topa 
crate [0% [sams [toms | com 

















V1 T3B. WpHoropckKa Hallja HW WyasHv HAeHTUTeT MoKa3asIM Cy ce KaO KOHL 
MOBpaTKy Ka HHTerpasiHoM cprickoM uyeHTuTeTy L[pHe Tope kakaB je HeroBaH y TO] 
UpKaB OK je OM Bylayana WuHacTuja Tetposuh Hero. 


AlyasHu WAeHTUTeT JaHac Kao Opana IpOTUB HHTerpaJHor cpicTBa 


Crora cy HapejHe roguHe (1998-2003) npotekie y IpOMMLIJbarbuMa Kako Ja 
ce ZepuHuMe pa3lBajale CaBpeMeHOr cplicKor HalMoHaHor uyZeHTUTeTa y LpHoj 
Topu of T3B. UpHoropceKe HallHje Koja je KpeHyla cTpaHmyTHuoM, upuehu ugeje 
XpBaTCKOr lIpaBaluTBa HM dpaHKoBsyKa. Y ToMe je Ousio ycriexa Ha TMomucuma 2003. 
wu 2011. ann je 4 AyanHM MAeCHTHTET OMICTajao TyTeM HCKa3HBalba O MaTeprbeM je3H- 
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ky. Ha mpumep, wako je MpolleHaT HaljMoHaHO u3jalimeHux CpbOa 2003. Ono 
31,99%, cplicku je3uK je OHO MaTepHbH 3a 4aK 63,5% rpahana UpuHe Pope (Pakosuh 
2019, 135-154). Tame, qyamHu ugentutet je 2011. cacBum Maso TIpuka3aH MY 
HallHOHasIHOM camMoonpehuBawy (Cpou—LpHoropim 0,34% u Lpxoropru—Cpou 
0,30%) (Monstat 2011, 8-9). 


Tlopeyx Tora, mpema uctpaxuBawy Uncoca y Upxoj Topu og 31. aprycta yo 
18. cenrremOpa 2011. y oxkBupy mpojexta Cumbonuuna uz2padra Hayuje Ha 3anao- 
Hom Bankany, yTBpheno je qa yak 29% HallMoHaTHO onpezesbeHux [pHoropatia 
cmatpa ,,4a cy LpHoropuu y cywituHu Cpou” (Dzanki¢é 2016, 137-138). Hae, y 
TOCTH300pHOM UcTpaxuBawy L[puozopcKa nayuonanua uzd0puHa cmyduja (MNES) 
oOaBJbeHOM y jeceH 2016, y okBupy MehyHapogHor mpojexta Komnapamuena cmy- 
Ouja u3zb0pHux cucmema (Comparative Study of Electoral Systems — CSES) 1 mpoje- 
Kta Cmyouja 2nacarea y L[puoj Topu, ytBphexo je na 25% OHUX KOjM ce HallMoHal- 
HO u3jaluHbaBajy Kao LpxHoropuu cmatpajy ,,aa cy Lpxoropun y cyuituHu Cpou” 
(pugetu: Mnes.defacto.me/podaci). 

lake, qyastHH UAeCHTUTeT y OBOM HIM OHOM BHJy je peasHOCT, asIM HM omac- 
HOCT JJa ce JaKO Merbajy TaOopH U MyTH Boga. Jla On ce MpuuKe BpaTuse y pezo- 
BaH Tlopefak, Haj4HcTHje peliee Ou OusIO ako OM Ce CTAHOBHUIITBO y WTO Behoj 
Mepl BpaTHIO HHTerpasIHOM CpricTBy, Ca LITO Matbe Hacslara TOTAaIMTapHUx ueo- 
loruja Koje cy HallpaBusie HAeHTHTeTCKH xaoc y L[pxHoj Topu u mocejane jabyKky 
pa3yopa. 

Hakou ycBajatha 3akoHa 0 CIOOORH BjeponCHoOBHjecTH, MHpOTBOpHa MobyHa 
y Upxoj Dopu kojy ce 3acBoquse WuTHJe, BOAMIAa je JO OYMTOF Mopacta HHTerpas- 
HOr cpricTBa. OmsiayquHa je Ha yuilama I[pHe Tope nepana ,,booxe mpapye”, ,,OHam, 
oHaMo”, ,,BecemM ce cplicku pore”, kiulana CpOuju u cpicKom Kocopy, Bujopusia 
3acTaBama Penyomuke Cpouje, Kpassesune Lpue Tope, Cprcke npaBociaBHe UpKBe 
MW OCTaJIMM BapHjaHTaMa UpBeHO-I1aBO-OeMX CplicKHXx TpobojKH. CueHe cilaBJba 13 
Tlonropute nocne u300pHe mobere 30. asrycta 2020. nogcehane cy Ha Ouso Koj 
rpag y PenyOnuun Cponju u PenyOsuyn CpricKoj. 

AsIM, MapasieIHO C THM pa3Bijajia Ce TOKOM JIMTHja CacBHM Apyrauuja Hame- 
pa, OMacHOcT 3BaHa pelMKIMpaHH WyasHH UZeHTUTeT. 30paH UBoposuh je To mpe- 
OceTHO HM Kpajem Maja 2020. Hallucao Kako je MOTpeOHO ,,TaKTHYKO IPHXBaTabe 
UpHOropcke [pxKaBHOCTH Kao HeyIMTHe Makap y JOTIeqHO BpeMe, ac Apyre crpaHe 
TpajHO CTpaTelIKO ompeyesbUBate Cpba y Upxoj Popu mpotus konuenta upHorop- 
CKOr NOJIMTHYKOr Hapoda Kpo3 OApxKaBatba yalHor cpOo-upHoropcKor HAeHTHTeTa 
(eTHu4KH CpOun, NomMTHuKH LpxHoropay)” (ABoposuh 2020). 

Y majy 2020. oOjaBsbeH je 300pHuK Cz0600a, pasHonpaeHocm, onpecuja. 
Cayuaj LIpue Tope, u3nare Marute cprcxe y LpxHoj Topu c TexcTomM cBelliTeHuka 
Tojka Tleposuha, yeTuHcKor Mapoxa, Toy HacsIOBOM ,,JeqaH Hapod, ABHje Halyje”, 
rye y ely TekcTa HacuoBJbeHoM ,,J[BoctpyKu HyeHTHTeT LpHoropaua” Meposuh 
Tue 2a ,,. [pHa Copa u HeHo cayallirbe CTaHOBHMLITBO, MMajy OCHOBe Ja rpaye 06a 
OBa HeCHTHTeTa” — cplicKH HM UpHoropcKH — oxajyhu ToTOM Ja To ,,Mo%xe fla ce 
Iiperio3Ha Kao Halla MOceOHOCT, H KaO Heka BpcTa ZBocTpyKor Mamherwa, WBojakor 
ugentuteta” (Ilepopuh 2020b, 113-117). 
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3a Heposuha cy cau LpxHoropun jefan Hapog uako ce Apyraunje HaljHoHaHo 
n3jaubaBajy (Ilepopuh 2020b, 116). Taj jeqan Hapog ce nogemuo Ha ,,7Ba MOuM- 
TH4Ka UCHTUTeTa” OAHOCHO ABe MomMTuUYUKe Haluje (Ilepopuh 2020a, 97-101). 3a 
Tleposuha je, taxohe, ,,. [pHa Copa mmpa of cBakor mpe3uMeHa”’. 3a Hera cy cTora 
camo [[pHoropuu ume (Ileposuh 2020a, 68-71). To Ou maKne TpeOano ma Oyne 
IIpHMapHu MAeHTUTeT CBX rpahana Lpue Tope. 


Tleposuh y ToM TekcTy Moka3yje {a MaJIO 3Ha HIM HMUITa He 3Ha O CTBapamby 
HalMja Ha 00a aMepHuka KOHTHHeEHTA, KOje He MOTy HMaTH Oalll HUKaKBe Bese ca 
CTBapalbeM Hal{Hja Ha MaTH4HOM Upoctopy. Y ucTom TeKcTy y 300pHHKy mpaBi u 
KapJHHaHe Tpelike Kao LITO je OHa re Kaxe fa je Aycrpuja, kKacHnje Ayctpo- 
Yrapcka, Ousla WpxKaBa y 4HjOj je ApxkaBOTBOPHOCTH yYeCTBOBAO CplCKH Hapod. 
Haume, Ileposuh muute ya je nopex Lpue Tope ,,cpicku Hapoy uMao joul jequy, a 
Hekajla H JBHje ApxKaBe Ha cjepepy (MucIuM Ha CpOnjy u XaOcOypuiky MoHapxyjy) 
y YHJOj je ApxKaBOTBOPHOCTH aKTHBHO yyecTBoBao” (Ileposuh 2020b, 116). 


Ilonyt Tora WITo roBopu o AyasHOM ugeHTuTeTy LpHoropaya, 1 mpomMoBHute 
ra, Ha uctu HauHH TojKo Ileposuh y Bpeme suTHjalikor NoKpeta MMe 0 ayTOHO- 
mMuju ,, ] IpapocnaBHe upKBe y Lpxoj Topu’”. To ce youaBa y HeroBOM TeKCTy TOBO- 
TOM oOsIacka MUTponomMtTa Onydpuja y Upuy Topy (2020), kaga kaxxe Ja ,,q0s1a3aK 
UPKBCHHX BeJIMKOROCTOJHHKa 43 YkpajHHe, IpeyctaBlba NoypuiKy cectpuucKe LIp- 
KBe — Lpxsu y Upxoj Topn” (eposuh 2020c). Kako ape emmckonnje Cpricke mpa- 
BocilaBHe upKBe y L[pxHoj Topu (Mutponosmnja upHoropcKo-npumopcka vu Enapxuja 
OYAMMJbaHCKO-HHKUIMhKa) Mory OHTH CeCTpHHCKa UpKBa ayTOHOMHO] YKpajHHcKoj 
TipaBocaBHoj upKBH Mockoscke nmatpyjapummje? He mory To OuTH Oa HuKaKo. 
Tleposuh je cBojHM cTaBoM caMo yka3ao JJa ce 3aylaxxKe 3a TO a ,,[ IpaBociaBHa UpK- 
Ba y L[pxoj Topu” tpe6a ga Oye ayroHomuHa. Tume On Ce, Aaksie, je qHHCTBeHOM 
Hapogy Lpxoropalja upuazosana wu caMocTaHa TpaBocuaBHa upKBa. Tleposuh y 
jyyy 2020, takohe y Bpeme suTHja, HarsauiaBa u Wa uMe ,,Cplicka MpaBocmaBHa 
UpkBa Huje HajlipHMjepeHHjH Ha3HB 3a jeqHy MpaBocaBHy UpPKBy”, KaO LITO TO, 
Kaxke OH, HHCY HH Ha3HBH Jpyrux WpaBocwaBHHx UpKaBa Koje Hoce HallMoHasHa 
umeua (Ileposuh 2020d). Jlaxne, npema Ieposuhy, cpmcko ume 6u Tpebaro uc- 
KJbYYHTH H3 3BAHHYHOr Ha3HBa UpKBeHe jepapxuje He camo y L[pxoj Topu, Beh cpy- 
re. 

Ycmequo je uxtTepBjy Cojxa Heposuha 3a Oeorpancrky Monumuxy 27. jelem- 
Opa 2020. y Kom je mopeg octanor pexao: ,,Kaya je y WMTaby KOJICKTHBHH, HalHo- 
HasIHH U“AeHTUTeT L[pHoropatla uMaM pa3yMeBalba 3a OHY Opahy, pohaxe u KyMoBe 
Koju xohe a ra rpajle HCKJby4MBO Ha OCHOBYy [pxaBHUX rpaHula MW OHOr OKBUpa 
KOjH W31a3H 3 Tacola, cTaBbajyhu y Apyrv WwiaH WIM NOTMYHO MOHHUITaBajyhu 
MeHTHTeT pegaka of, Upe 100 u Bue roquHa”, a ,,caMo ONX BOIeO a OHH, HCTO 
TaKO, HMajy pa3yMeBalbe 3a MOjy IPHBPXKeHOCT TpawMUHju, Oall OHO] ayTeHTHYHO} 
MW UpHOropcKoj, WH a Moje 4yBarbe 06a HAeHTHTeTAa, MH Cplickor HM UpHoropcKor, He 
CMaTpajy HHKaKBOM OKyal[HjJOM, HHTH CTaBOM KOjH MMa Malba rpahancka papa y 
oWHocy Ha HuxoB” (Ileposnh 2020e). 


Tleposuh y notmyHoctu mpesnha fa je T3B. UpHoropcKa HaliMja HacTasia To- 
TasIMTapHuM HaMeTakbeM, MMa pa3syMeBalba 3a pacpOJbaBakbe MH CBO] ABOCTPYyKH cpii- 
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CKO-I[PHOrOpcKH HAeHTUTeT, a HOTMYHO IpeBuha mocTojawe MHTerpaHor cprickor 
ugeututeta y Lpxoj Topu. Buguo je, uputom, ga ce untaouuma y CpOuju obpaha 
ca CplICKO-LPHOropcKHM yasIHHM HCHTHTeCTOM KO]H OH MM — O4MTO CMaTpa — MO- 
rao OHTH IPHXBaTJbUBHJH Hero UPHOFOpCKO-cprlicKH AyasIHH HAeHTUTET. 


Y cmpe3v ca OBMM je TeKCT riaBHOr HM OATOBOpHOr ypeAHuKa MOATOpHyKuXx 
Bujecmu Cpyana Kocosmha, oOjapspen 22. deOpyapa 2021. 4ak Ha YeTHpH CTpaHe, a 
O AyaIHOM HeHTHTeTy TMUe Ta ce, OK Cy CplckH H ,,UpHOropcKu” yqasbeHu T10- 
JIOBH MUWIM ,,y IpaBlly HCKIbyYHMBOCTH HM CKCKIIY3HBHOCTH” HacylIpoOT TOME ,,y HeKy 
pyky ce OOHOBHO H YTBPAMO AyaHu UpHOTOpcKO-cplickKH HJCHTHTeT y OKBUPY Tpa- 
BOCJAaBHOr Kopa, KOjH je pesaTHBHO ako HCHTHPUKOBATH, a KOjM Ce Kao jeqHaka 
IipHjeTHa oxKMBIbaBa HM y HyKaHoBuhesumM u y Byyuhesum Busnjama L[pue Tope. 
Pag ce o rpahaHuma Koj cmatpajy fa cy yjeqHo u Lpxoropuu u Cpou (mputom 
oBe JBHje HCHTHTeTCKe KaTeropHje ce He mpemmuhy Ha MCTH HayHH KO CBHX, aH 
cy H€CyYMIbMBO IIpHCyTHe HM CTBap Cy JIMYHOr OKMBJbaja), HeMajy WuIeme ya je 
LUpua Dopa muxosa MaTH4Ha jpxKaBa, ONOallyjy uAe]y Wa je mperzcjequuk Penyoumu- 
Ke CpOnje ‘ipeacjequuk cBux Cp6a’ u riaBHu ayTopHTeT (THTHJje cy MoKa3ase fa 
Melhy oBuM rpahaHuma MHOrO CHaxKHHjH ayTOPHTeT HMa WpHOTOpCKH MHTPOTIOMUT, 
Hero JIM cpOujaHcKH MpeycjeqHuK)” (Kosovié 2021). 

Jlame Kocosuh jou kaxe ,,takohe, Ta yasIHOCT HacTyMa M y 3HaK MpoTecta u 
TMcTaHle TpeMa OHOMeE LITO je CHMOOJIM30Ba0 ONBLIM pexKUM, aM Ha HadHH ryje Ou 
ce TeK TaKO MOTJIO KBasIMUKOBAaTH KaO aHTHApxKaBHO. Ca Apyre cTpaHe, jeqaH of 
KJbY4YHHX TpoOsema OHUX KO] KOjH Cy 3aly2KeHUX Ja oApehyjy Mjepy UpHoropcTBa 
jecTe To LITO HUCy Tpeno3HasM Wa je WpeTXOHO ONMCaHM AyasHH WAeCHTHTeT umlaK 
JOMHHaHTHO UpHOropceKH — la raje ce MOxKe BUAjeTH Beh NoKa3aTeJb OF, MpuXxBa- 
Talba Kpctall-Oapjaka kao jeqHOr OJ TlaBHHX CHMOOJA JIMTHJa, KOJM ce eBeeceTux 
Morao BUJjeTH CaMo KOA Mpuctamuua JImMOepamnor caBe3a?” (Kosovic¢ 2021). 


Kaya je ped 0 UpKBeHoM uMTamy Kocosmh je namucao ,,ta cy (Oapem ABHje) 
UpHoropcke enapxuje” — oynTOo je MuciHo Ha Mutponomujy upHoropcKo- 
tpumopcxy u Enapxnjy OyquMJbancKo-HHKUIMhky” — ,,Ousie Ze (akTO CaMOcTasIHe y 
OlTyuuBaby HW pacnoslarawy HOBIIeM” (Kosovic 2021). To Huje ucTuHa jep Te 
enlapxuje HeMajy HHUKaKBy CaMOCTAaJIHOCT y OfJIy4MBaby O CBOM cTaTycy O6ygzyhu fa 
ce paqM O H3pH4HTO) HawiexHOcTH Cpricke mpaBocsiaBHe upKBe. IIputom ce o6e 
ellapxuje 3HaTHHM cpeyCTBHMa JoTHpajy u3 Oyleta PeryOmuKe Cpouje, a Ta cpezc- 
TBa Mopajy Ja UpaByajy 1pxaBHuM opraHuma PenyOmuKe Cp6uje.' Melhyrum, Ko- 
coBuhese HeucTHHe cy y MoTMyHocTH Ha Tpary [leposuhesor ucKasa o ,,.[pKsu y 
Upxoj Topu” (u3BecHo THM BeMa ellapxvjamMa) Koja je CeCTpHHCKa ayTOHOMHO}] 
YkpajMHckoj npaBocuaBHo] upKBH Mockoscke matpujapumje. JaKie, camoctas- 
HOCT UpkBe H OBJe TpeOa Wa KopecnoHAMpa Cc WyasIHuM HACHTHTeTOM. 


' Yopapa 3a capayby c UPKBaMa H BepcKMM 3ajequutama PenyOmuKe Cp6uje (Ousure MunuctapcrBo 
Bepa Peny6nnuke Cp6uje) je 1pkaBHH opraH KOjH MpeKo cBoOjux Nporpama (uHAaHcupa rpayuTesLcKy U 
w3qaBauky JelaTHoct Mutponomuje upHoropcKo-mpuMmopcke u Enapxuje Oy quMsbaHcKo-HHKUIMhKe, 
Mece4He IWlaTe HacTaBHHWHMa HM Ofp»KaBakbe HHTepHata borocnosnje Ha Lletumy u Aaje MeceuHe 
WOTayHje CBeLITeHCTBy H MOHaLITBy Enapxuje OyquMsbaHcKo-HuKUIMhkKe. 
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3a pa3muKy o9 Hepopuhesor untepsjya y onumuyu y KOM ToBopH oO Ayali- 
HOM CplCKO-lIpHOropckoM uyeHTUTeTy, Kocopuh mpomopulile AyaHu WpHOropcKo- 
CPlCKM HCHTUTeT MO Kallom pHoropcTBa. OunTo Ja je TO — cMaTpa — OoJba Mepa 
3a untaore y LpxHoj Topu. Wputrom, Ouno je u OHUMX KOjH Cy OBaj TeKcT y Bujecmu- 
Ma Ha 4eTHPH CTpaHe MpHMMcHBau Makap JeqHuM eu0M Tojxy Ilepopuhy. Crora 
ce Ha noptany bopoa nojaBvo TeKcT Moy, HacOBOM ,,JloxTopat JIpyre damusuje u 
Tojxa Hepospuha” kojum je yka3aHO Ha CTpesIMile y OBOM TeKCTYy IIpoTHB cplickor 
Hapoya u Cpricke mpapocilaBHe upKse (A. Ilerpopuh 2021). 

J|yanHu HeHTUTeT je IPOMOBHCaH HW KOHKpeTHHM JesIOM. Y Bpeme kayla je 
O00 KaHAMaT 34 MMHUCTpa BawCKHX MocioBa Hophe Panynosuh je nomyHuo dop- 
Myslap y KOM je y pyOpuky HallMoHaIHOCT ymucao ,,lyamHu UeHTUTeT”’. OBO je y 
jaBHocTu oOjaBsbeHo 8. HoBemMOpa 2020. 1 4MHH ce a je TO MOMeHAaT Kayla y peyo- 
BMMa BlacTH Ode MpOMOLMHja T3B. IPHOrOpcKO-cplicke HallHje. 


IIpoMopucatbe AyasHor MAeCHTUTeTa OfMaX je WoBeIO WO peakunje cpricKe 
akajJl¢MCKe HM NOJMTHYKe 3ajeqHule. C THM y Be3H cam 25. dbeOpyapa 2021. pexao na 
Bujecmu ,,310HamMepHo rypajy Cojxa [lepopuha” y HeBosby ,,4a MocTaHe HeKH Heo- 
JIOr T3B. UPHOrOpcKO-cplicke HalHje 3a pa3s0ujakbe jeHHCTBeHe HM HefeJbuBe cplicKe 
Hatnje y LpxHoj Popu’” (Paxosuh 2021a). IIporojepej-ctaspodop ap Bemudop Lo- 
muh je 21. Mapta 2021. yno3opno: ,,’KpTBe Hose ‘ZyasHe’ mpeBape Hehe OuTH Ha- 
UHOHaIHO H3jaubeHu LpHoropuu Hero HCKJbyYHBO HalMoHaHoO H3jallHeHH Cpou 
u3 Lpue Tope” (Llomuh 2021). Pajko Werposuh u3 Mncrutyta 3a epporicke cryauje 
Hamucao je 27. Mapta 2021. kako ,,Hema cymMmbe Jia he Outu cTpykKTypa koje he no- 
kyuiatu CpOuma ja WoType kKykaBHuje jaje y BHAY M3jallbaBata Kao ‘CponH— 
Upxoropaw’ usu ‘UWpHoropau—Cpoun’” u noKa3a0 Ha WMaHCKOM IIpHMepy KOJIMKO 
cy AyauHH MeHTHTeTH ToryOHH 3a UpHMapHu UAeCHTUTeT jep je TO BOAHIO Ka 
jaday perMoHasHux ucka3nBata (P. etposuh 2021a). Terposmh je 4. maja 2021. 
ontyxHo Kpupokanuhesy BilacT qa xem a Ha Yeo Mutponosmmje upHoropcKo- 
ipumopcke Aohe ,,uqenTuTetcKu Ayanucta” (P. Metposuh 2021b). locnanux Hose 
cplicke ZemMoxkpatuje u JlemoKpatcKor @ponta y Cxymutunu Lpxe Tope Jopan 
Byuyposnh yno3opno je 9. Maja 2021. ,,4a Ha Momucy Tpeba ONTH Kpajhe TIpelH3aH, 
Kako 6H ce u30erie 3aMKe 3a CplicKH Hapoy y BUY HeKOr AyaHOor HAeHTUTeTA, LITO 
je jeaHa on uneja” (Kaguh 2021). 

OTkyZ To a UpKBeHO THTawe Ue pyKy NO pyky c AyasHuM UAeHTUTeTOM? 
Ha Majckom 3aceyamy Cpetor apxujepejckor cadopa Cpricke lpaBoclaBHe IpKBe, 
omMax Tlocye cerecuje Lpxe Tope (2006), noHeta je onryka 0 ocHuBamy Enuckon- 
ckor capjeta Hpxe Tope Koju je BpeMeHoM npeHMeHoBaH y EnuckorcKu caBjet 
IIpapocnapHe upKBe y [pxoj Topu. Taxohe, Caetu apxujepejcku caOop je Ha uCTO}j 
ceqHuH y Majy 2006. nonemMo0 NoYacHy OHOCHO ,,.IMTyprujcky THTysIy apxuenuc- 
Kola IWeTHHCKOr” MHTpOrOuHTy UpHoropcKo-upumMopcKom Am@usoxujy. Hamepa 
Cgetor apxuejepcxor cadopa Ousa je 1a OCHHBabeM eMMCKOMNCKOr CaBjeTa HW apxHe- 
MHCKONCKOM THTYJIOM ,,30yHe DyKaHoBnha”. Mehytum, HDyKaHosuh Huje Ono Hu- 


> Topramu In4s.net u Borba.me cy 8. wopemOpa 2020. o6jasunu dakcumum oBor dopMysapa, Honyre- 
Hor Payynosuhesom pykom, au cy yOp30 NOByKIIM Te OOjaBe a ayYTeHTHYHOCT CaypxKaja PopMyslapa 
MH je HoTBphena. 
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MayIo 30yHeH. C pyre cTpaHe, KoBaHHyOM ,,lIpaBocmaBHa upKBa y L[pxoj Topu” u 
TlOYaCHOM THTYJIOM ,,apXHelHckona WeTHHBCKOr” 30yHeH je Bepyjyhu Hapod, Ma yak 
WM Mari asd yTHUajHu Opoj CBeLITeHCTBa KOjH je MOMHCIIMO Ja Wemyje y OKBUpy 
Apxuennckonnje yeTuHcKe Ipapociasue upKBe y Lpxoj Topu, a He Mutponosuje 
UpHoropcKo-mpumMopcKe Cpricke MpaBocilaBHe UpKBe. Crora je MoceOHo On TOT- 
peOuo ga Cpiicka mpaBocjlaBHa UpKBa UCKJby4H H3 yuoTpebe KoBaHuLy ,, IpaBocma- 
BHa upKBa y L[pxHoj Topu’”’, a nouacny apxHenvcKorlcKy THTyJy BeEXxKe TepcoHaHo 
HCKJbYYMBO 3a MHTporoOIuTa AMuOXHja — HHKAaKO 3a HapeHe MUTpOMOMTe Lp- 
HoropcKo-mpumopcKe (Paxosuh 202 1b). 


Tlocne akaleMCKHX MW TOUIMTHYKHX peaklHja y jaBHOcTH OF dbeOpyapa oO Maja 
2021. yrmaBHOM Cy YTHXHYJIM TeKCTOBH KOjH Cy MpOMOBHCaIM ZyasHH UeHTHTET. 
Uctoppemeno, CBetu apxujepejcku cuHog Cpricke mpaBocylaBHe UpKBe je, HaKOH 
KOHCyJITaWHja C BlaTHKOM Oy {HMJbaHCKO-HUKWIMHKUM JoaHHKHjeM, yCBOjHO TeKCT 
TemeJbHor yroBopa Koj je ymyhen Ha noTHHcuBate Buagu Upue ope. Y texcty 
CTOJH Ja je 3BAHM4HO MMe 3a erlapxuje y L[pHoj Topu uckseyauBo — Cpricka mpaBoc- 
JlaBHa UpkKBa. THMe ce cTaBsba BaH ynloTpeOe HedopMasHO uMe ,,[ IpaBocaBHa UpK- 
Ba y L[puoj Topu” koje ce noka3asIo Kao CacBUM Hemoy3qaHo. To HepopMasHO HMe 
je Ouso BeTap y jeyqpa AyaucTuma fla On ce M TpeKo Hera HapylIMsIO MATerpasHoO 
cpuctBo y Lpxoj Topu u noKka3asie aciMpatnje koje Ou BOAMIe Ka UPKBeHOj ayTo- 
HOM. 


To pellere ce Huje Zonano Hu Upemujepy Lpue Tope, ugeHTHTeTCKOM jya- 
wuctTuH 3ypasky Kpusoxanuhy Koju je 27. maja 2021. qomao y beorpay ya c matpu- 
japxom Ilopdupujem notumme TemesbHu yrosop u3Mehy Lpxe Tope u Cpricke mpa- 
BOCIIaBHe UpkBe, aM je Ha WyTy Wo beorpaya ofycTao uM 43a3Ba0 HeCcBaKH albu 
cKaHJjaI uaKo je y Cplickoj NaTpujapuinju Ousa pulmpemMsbena cBeyaHocT. YMecto 
qa noTmuue TemesbHu yroBop, Kpusoxannh je Cprickoj tpaBocsaBHo] UpKBH HcrIO- 
cTaBHO yUeHy a 34 MHTPOMOUMTa WPHOrOpcKO-lIpHMopcKor Mopa OuTH H3a0paH 
Biaguka Joannkuje (Paqnuo-Tenesu3snja CpOuje 2021). Tume je usrmeya uMao HaMme- 
py Ja u300p MHTporOuuTa ya HeperysapHuM, a Ja moTom y Lpxoj Topu ogro- 
BOpHOCT 3a Moryhe cTonMpawe v300pa MUTpPOONMTa UWpHoropcKo-lmpHMopcKor 
Oye cBajbeHa Ha 3BaHMuHy CpoOujy. CyTpagan je BiaquKka JoaHukuje OWITpo o”ro- 
BopHo Kpusoxanuhy ga ra je m03Bao Wa moTmMure TemMesbHU yroBop, a He a of- 
pehyje ko he OuTH MuTponomMT UpHoropcKo-mpumMopcKH (Byjosuh 2021). Caetu 
apxHjepejcku cadop u3aopao je 29. maja 2021. Bnagquxy Joanukuja 3a MUTponomMTa 
IPHOTOPCKO-NpHMOPCKOr Koj je, HHave, H ONO jeqMHH KaHAMAAT 3a Ty KaTezpy. 
Murtponosut Joanukuje je uHTerpasHu CpOuH uv Hema yasIHH UeHTHTET. 

Ha majckoj ceqHuuu Cpetor apxujepejckor cadopa Cpricke mpaBoclaBHe Up- 
KBe 2021. qoHeTa je U OWIyKa O yKHawy eMMCKOMCKHX CaBeTa y OHHM OMBILIMM 
jyrocIOBeHCKuM perlyOmMKama rye cy OvIM ycTaHoBsbeHu (XpBatcka, bocua u 
Xepuerosuna, puna Topa), a HajBaxHuje je Ouso mITo je ykKuHyT EmucKorncKu caB- 
jet y Upxoj Popu (Cpricka mpaBocnaBna upKBa 2021). Mutponomut JoanuKuyje je 
THTYJy MMTPOMOMHTa UpHOropcKO-MpHMopcKor WoOMO y cKagzy ca YctaBom Cpm- 
cke l1paBoculaBHe UpKBe HM C THM y Be3H HeMa MoyacHy THTYJIy apxMelucKona Le- 
THEGCKOF, Koja je MepcoHasHO Be3aHa camo 3a MHTporlomMTa AMusoxuja. Jake, 
Cpricka IIpaBocilaBHa UpKBa je YKMHyJla CBe eJIEMeHTe Ha Koje cy ce MO3HBaIIM ya- 
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muctTH Kako On y Upxoj Topu wactutyuMoHasM30BasIM H3B0J]eHO UpKBeHO TelI0: 
Enuckorcku capjeT, HedopMasHo ume ,,[IpapocmaBHa upKBa y Lpxoj Topu” u Tu- 
TyYy apXHenlucKona WeTHESCKOT. 

Yupkoc Tome, He TpeOa MOTHeCHHBATH yasIHcTe OKyIIJbeHe OKO LPHOropcKo- 
CplicKor HeCHTHTeTa HaKO MOxKe H3IVIeqaTH Wa Cy HUXOBe HaMepe 3a Cala 3aycTaB- 
JbeHe. 3a0pumaBajyhe je WITO je HOCHall WyaNHOr MAeHTMTeTa WOCTaO Mary alu 
yTHuajHu eo MupcKor KIMpa Mutponosmje UpHoropcKo-puMopcKe U TO y BpeMe 
OUpKaBalba JIMTHja MpoTuB Hatlaya HykaHoBuhesor pexuma Ha Cpricky mpaBociia- 
BHy upKBy. Tojko Hleposuh kao qa je cxBaTHO Ja Cy JIMTHJe, KOje Cy OKyIJballe CTO- 
THHe xWJbaga Jbyqu y LpHoj Topu u Ban we, Ouse npuMKa a MpOMOBHIUe cBoje 
ugeje TyalHor HAeHTUTeTAa HM UpKBeHe ayTOHOMHje. 

Ta nojapa y oxsupy Mutponosmmje upHoropcKo-npHMopcKe je Aockopo Ousa 
tpesuhana. Haxanoct, nocejana je KMUa TOr HOBOr cellapaTHCTHYKOr TpaBila y 
Upxoj Dopu koju je Takohe ycmMepeH TpoTHB MHTerpasHor cprictBa, CpOuje u beo- 
rpaja. CHara jeqWHCTBeHOCTH cplickor Hapoyla TpeOalo Ou fa MoKaxKe cynepHop- 
HOCT y OfHOCYy Ha 06a cellapaTucTu4uKa MAeHTUTeTa y LpHoj Dopu, Kako T3B. UpHo- 
ropceKe Hallje TaKO HW T3B. UPHOrOpcKO-cplicKor HACHTUTeTA. 
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NEW MANIFESTATION OF 


DUAL IDENTITY IN MONTENEGRO: 
A CHALLENGE TO THE SERBIAN IDENTITY" 


Summary: The paper shows how during the Cross Processions’ Move- 
ment in 2020 (Jitijaski pokret) and immediately after the triumph of the Serb 
political parties over the Democratic Party of Socialists (DPS) in the Montene- 
grin election of 30 August 2020, the certain part of clergy of the Metropolitanate 
of Montenegro and the Littoral, in cooperation with the Vijesti Publishing Com- 
pany, launched a surprising wave promoting a dual Montenegrin-Serbian iden- 
tity to damage the Serbian identity, what was consistent with the idea of the dio- 
ceses in Montenegro being independent of the Serbian Orthodox Church. 

Key words: Serbs, Montenegro, Serbian Orthodox Church, Dual Identity, 
Separatism. 


The struggle for identity continues even after the election victory of the 
Serb political parties in Montenegro on 30 August 2020. On the one side is the 
Serbian nation, which, historically speaking, is the only ethnicity in Montenegro, 
on the other side is the so-called Montenegrin nation (in a sense of forged ethnic- 
ity), whose leaders have excommunicated it completely from Serbdom, and on 
the third side is an emerging recycled construct called Montenegrin-Serbian 
identity whose founders have given it a civic form (Perovic 2020a) and a path 
that passes, as they say, between two unbending stands (Kosovi¢ 2021). This 
Montenegrin-Serbian identity would be nothing but a Montenegrin nation 2.0 
and the construct is very closely linked to the status of the dioceses in Montene- 
gro towards the Serbian Orthodox Church. 
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Dual identity has been gaining public momentum for a year now, and the 
intention is to promote itself under the state cap of Montenegrin statehood and 
not Serbdom through the Cetinje circle of clergy from the Metropolitanate of 
Montenegro and the Littoral in cooperation with the Vijesti Publishing House. 
These are the very people who prompted a revision of the victory of the Serbian 
people of Montenegro in the 2020 parliamentary election. There is definitely an 
intention on their part to use this dual identity to stop the rise of integral Serbian 
identity in Montenegro, which can reach on census more than 40% of the total 
population of Montenegro through ethnicity and up to 60% through mother lan- 
guage. Thus, Serbs would become the relative majority based on ethnicity and 
the absolute majority based on language (Rakovi¢ 2020a, Rakovi¢é 2020b). This 
phenomenon, called dual identity, already needs to be communicated to scholars, 
and duly addressed and exposed to public criticism. 


Dual Identity in the Past as a Construct of Totalitarian Ideologies 


In Montenegro, which was ruled by the Petrovi¢ NjegoS dynasty, it was 
considered that ethnic Serb identity was above Montenegrin statehood. There- 
fore, no dual identity was nurtured and the Montenegrins were of explicit Serb 
ethnicity. In the Principality/Kingdom of Montenegro, this was taught to young 
generations: “Apart from Montenegro, there are other Serb lands where our Serb 
brothers live. Some, like us, are free, and some are not, but are under foreign 
rule. Every Serb in Montenegro is obliged to know and love his entire homeland 
— all Serb lands, in which our liberated and not liberated Serb brothers live. No 
Serb man or woman, regardless of religion, should regret giving up their lives or 
property for the freedom, well-being, and prosperity of all Serbs. A brother 
should be loved no matter what faith he is, because wretched is a brother without 
a brother” (Popovic, Roganovi¢ 1899, 36). 

However, foreigners who want to destroy Serbdom have resorted to either 
separating Montenegrins from their Serb identity entirely or imposing on them a 
dual identity. The Italian fascists and Croatian right-wingers had plans to sepa- 
rate Montenegrins from their Serb ethnicity altogether and put them into another 
externally created construct, the so-called Montenegrin ethnicity: either as part 
of the Roman and/or Croatian civilization (Rakovi¢ 2019, 39-74). 

On the other hand, in 1940, German historian Manfred Straka from the 
Siiddeutsche Institute in Graz, created an ethnic map of the Kingdom of Yugo- 
slavia for the needs of the Supreme Command of the German Army. On the 
map, “Montenegrin Serbs” — Montenegrinische Serben — are marked in the same 
color as other Serbs, but only the area of Montenegro is hatched. The area of the 
“Montenegrin Serbs” roughly coincided with the border of the former Kingdom 
of Montenegro except that Metohija was completely shown in the Albanian col- 
ors (Straka 1940). So, this was not about homeland affiliation or former state 
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borders. The defeat of the Nazis in World War II foiled their plans of implement- 
ing the construct of the Montenegrin-Serbian identity as a distinction - a body 
separate from the Serbian ethnicity/nation. 

The victory of the communists in Yugoslavia in World War II led to the 
federal organization of socialist Yugoslavia with Montenegro as one of its six 
republics. With an article in Belgrade's Borba daily newspaper by Milovan 
Djilas entitled: “On the Montenegrin National Question” (1945), the Communist 
Party of Yugoslavia established the existence of the Montenegrin ethnicity in a 
certain dual form: “We are in favor of this, because we are confident, we know 
that the Montenegrin people want it, and they want it because they feel they are 
kind of special, distinct, different ‘Serbs’ from all other Serbs - they are Monte- 
negrins” (Djilas 1945). Their idea was that such a Montenegrin ethnicity had a 
Montenegrin national consciousness and a Serbian historical consciousness (Vu- 
jovic 1987, 96-97, 100). This was the dominant template during the Anti- 
Bureaucratic Revolution in Montenegro (1989) and during the first years of the 
tule of the Democratic Party of Socialists, until 1997 when Milo Djukanovi¢ 
made the move toward anti-Serbism (Rakovi¢ 2019, 125-134). 








Ethnicity at the censuses in Montenegro (Principality of Montenegro, Kingdom of Serbs, 
Croats & Slovenes, socialist Yugoslavia, the Republic of Montenegro and today’s Montene- 
gro) (According to: Rakovi¢ 2004, Sijakovi¢é 2011, 825) 









































Serbs Montenegrins Others Total 
1909 Principality of 950 0,00% 50% 317,856 
Montenegro 
ie) Kingdom ot ses, 91.5% 0.00% 8.45% 199,227 
Croats & Slovenes 
HS Eeople ss Republi 1.78% 90.67% 6.95% 377,189 
of Montenegro 
1953 People, © Republi 3.30% 86.62% 9.45% 419,873 
of Montenegro 
He hf oles Repunne 2.99% 81.37% 14.56% 471,894 
of Montenegro 
1D Socialist Republic 7.46% 67.15% 23.81% 529,604 
of Montenegro 
Hoe oovialist Bepupie 3.32% 68.54% 27.30% 584,310 
of Montenegro 
scare meee ia 9.34% 61.86% 26.41% 615,035 
Bre eee 31.99% 43.16% 17.16% 620,145 
aun NEAgee 29.07% 45.28% 18.03% 620,029 

















And the so-called Montenegrin ethnicity and dual identity proved to be ob- 
stacles to going back to Montenegro’s integral Serbian identity as it was nurtured 
in that state under the Petrovic NjegoS dynasty. 
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Dual Identity Today as a Barrier Against Integral Serbdom 


And so the ensuing years (1998—2003) passed in devising a way to define 
the delineation between the contemporary Serbian ethnic identity in Montenegro 
and the so-called Montenegrin ethnic identity, which had gone astray, drawing 
on the ideas of the Croatian Party of Rights. There was success in the censuses 
of 2003 and 2011, but the dual identity also survived through statements about 
the mother tongue. For example, although the percentage of ethnically declared 
Serbs in 2003 was 31.99%, the Serbian language was the mother tongue for as 
many as 63.5% of the citizens of Montenegro (Rakovié 2019, 135-154). Fur- 
thermore, dual identity was shown very little in 2011 in ethnic self-determination 
(Serbs-Montenegrins 0.34% and Montenegrins-Serbs 0.30%) (Monstat 2011, 8— 
9). 

In addition, according to a survey conducted by Ipsos in Montenegro from 
31 August to 18 September 2011 within the project Symbolic Nation Building in 
the Western Balkans, it was found that as many as 29% of ethnically determined 
Montenegrins believed that “Montenegrins are essentially Serbs” (Dzanki¢ 2016, 
137-138). Furthermore, in the post-election survey Montenegrin National Elec- 
toral Study (MNES) conducted in the autumn of 2016, as part of the interna- 
tional project Comparative Study of Electoral Systems (CSES) and the project 
Voting Study in Montenegro, it was found that 25% of those who declare them- 
selves as ethnic Montenegrins believe that “Montenegrins are essentially Serbs” 
(see: Mnes.defacto.me/podaci). 

Therefore, dual identity in one form or another is a reality, but also a dan- 
ger of easy change of camps and fishing in muddy waters. For the situation to 
return to its regular order, the purest solution would be for the population to re- 
turn to integral Serbdom, with as few layers of the totalitarian ideologies as pos- 
sible that cause a creation of the identity chaos in Montenegro and sowed the 
apple of discord. 

After adopting the Law on Freedom of Religion (29 December 2019), the 
pacifistic uprising in Montenegro enfolded by cross processions, led to an obvi- 
ous increase of integral Serbdom. In the streets of Montenegro young people 
chanted Serbia’s national anthem and other Serbian patriotic songs and shouted 
in praise of Serbia and Serbian Kosovo, waved flags of the Republic of Serbia, 
the Kingdom of Montenegro, the Serbian Orthodox Church, and other variations 
of the Serb red—blue—white tricolors. The scenes of celebrations coming from 
Podgorica following the election of 30 August 2020 were reminiscent of any city 
in the Republic of Serbia and the Republic of Srpska. 

But, at the same time, a completely different intention was developing dur- 
ing the cross processions, a danger called recycled dual identity. Zoran Cvorovié 
predicted this and wrote in late May of 2020 that it was necessary to “tactically 
accept Montenegrin statehood as unquestionable at least for the foreseeable fu- 
ture and then to ensure a permanent strategic stand of Serbs in Montenegro, 
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against the concept of a Montenegrin political people through maintenance of a 
dual Serbian-Montenegrin identity (ethnically Serb, politically Montenegrin).” 
(Cvorovié 2020). 

In May of 2020, a collection of papers entitled Freedom, Equality, Op- 
pression — The Case of Montenegro, was published by Matica Srpska in Monte- 
negro with a text by Gojko Perovic, the parish priest of Cetinje, entitled “One 
People, Two Nations”, where in the part of the text entitled “The Double Identity 
of Montenegrins” Perovi¢ writes that “Montenegro and its current population 
have a basis to build both of these identities” — Serbian and Montenegrin — add- 
ing then that “this can be recognized as our uniqueness and as a kind of double 
memory, dual identity” (Perovic 2020b, 113-117). 


For Perovic¢, all Montenegrins are one people, although in terms of their 
ethnicity they declare themselves differently (Perovié 2020b, 116). That one 
people divided itself into “two political identities,” in other words, two political 
ethnicities (Perovi¢é 2020a, 97-101). Perovic also feels that “Montenegro is 
much broader than any surname.” (Perovié 2020a, 68-71). That should therefore 
be the primary identity of all citizens of Montenegro. 


In that text, Perovic shows that he knows little or nothing about the crea- 
tion of ethnicities on both American continents, which cannot have anything to 
do with the creation of ethnicities in European homelands. In the same text, he 
makes cardinal mistakes, for example when he says that Austria, later Austro- 
Hungary, was a country in whose statehood the Serbs participated. Specifically, 
Perovi¢ writes that in addition to Montenegro, “the Serbs had another, some- 
times even two states in the north (I am referring to Serbia and the Habsburg 
Monarchy) in whose statehood they actively participated” (Perovic 2020b, 116). 

Like when he talks about and promotes the dual identity of Montenegrins, 
during the Cross Processions’ Movement Gojko Perovic also writes about the 
autonomy of the “Orthodox Church in Montenegro”. This can be seen in his text 
when Metropolitan Onufriy visited Montenegro (2020), when he says that “the 
arrival of church dignitaries from Ukraine represents support from the sister 
Church — the Church in Montenegro” (Perovié 2020c). How can two dioceses of 
the Serbian Orthodox Church in Montenegro (the Metropolitanate of Montene- 
gro and the Littoral and the Diocese of Budimlja and Nik8i¢c) be a sister church 
to the autonomous Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Moscow Patriarchate? 
There is no way that can be. With his attitude, Perovic only showed that he was 
in favor of the “Orthodox Church in Montenegro” being autonomous. That 
would mean adding an independent Orthodox Church to the unified Montenegrin 
people. In June of 2020, also during the cross processions, Perovic pointed out 
that the name “Serbian Orthodox Church is not the most appropriate name for an 
Orthodox church,” just as, he said, neither were the designations of other Ortho- 
dox churches that bear ethnic names (Perovié 2020d). Therefore, according to 
Perovic, the Serbian name should be excluded from the official name of the 
church hierarchy, not only in Montenegro, but everywhere. 
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This was followed by an interview with Gojko Perovic for the Belgrade 
Politika daily newspaper on 27 December 2020, in which he said, among other 
things: ““When it comes to the collective, ethnic identity of Montenegrins, I un- 
derstand those brothers, relatives, and godparents who want to build it exclu- 
sively based on state borders and the framework of their passports, marginalizing 
or annulling completely the identity of their ancestors from 100 years ago and 
more,” and “I just wish that, by the same token, they would have an appreciation 
for my commitment to tradition, authentic and Montenegrin, and would not con- 
sider my preservation of both identities, Serbian and Montenegrin, as any kind of 
occupation or attitude that has lesser civil rights than theirs ’(Perovi¢ 2020e). 


Perovi¢ completely overlooks the fact that the so-called Montenegrin eth- 
nicity was created by totalitarian imposition; he has a sympathetic attitude to- 
ward de-Serbization and for his own dual Serbian-Montenegrin identity, com- 
pletely overlooking the existence of an integral Serbian identity in Montenegro. 
At the same time, he is conspicuously addressing his readers in Serbia with a 
Serbian-Montenegrin dual identity, which, he obviously thinks, could be more 
acceptable to them than a Montenegrin-Serbian dual identity. 

In conjunction with this is a four-page text by Srdan Kosovic, editor-in- 
chief of Vijesti, a daily newspaper from Podgorica, published on 22 February 
2021 and about dual identity it says that while the Serbian and “Montenegrin” 
distant poles were headed “in the direction of oneness and exclusivity,” in con- 
trast to that “in a certain way, the dual Montenegrin-Serbian identity within the 
Orthodox population was renewed and established, which is relatively easy to 
identify and is perceived as an equal threat to both Djukanovic’s and Vucic’s 
visions of Montenegro. These are citizens who believe that they are both Monte- 
negrins and Serbs (these two identity categories do not intertwine in the same 
way for everyone, but they are undoubtedly present and a matter of personal 
experience), they have no doubt that Montenegro is their home country, they 
reject the idea that the president of the Republic of Serbia is the ‘president of all 
Serbs’ and the main authority (the cross processions have shown that the Metro- 
politan of Montenegro has a much stronger authority among these citizens than 
the Serbian president)” (Kosovié 2021). 

Kosovié goes on to say: “also, this duality appears as a sign of protest and 
distance from what the former regime symbolized, but in a way where it could 
simply be described as anti-state.” On the other hand, one of the key problems of 
those in charge of determining the measure of Montenegrinhood is that they did 
not recognize that the previously described dual identity is still predominantly 
Montenegrin — so where can we see a greater indicator than accepting the cross- 
flag as one of the main symbols of the cross processions, which could only have 
been seen in the 1990s by the supporters of the Liberal Alliance?” (Kosovié 
2021). 

When it comes to the question of the church, Kosovic wrote “that (at least 
two) Montenegrin dioceses” - he was obviously referring to the Metropolitanate 


14 


Culture of Polis, Year XVIII (2021), Issue 46, pp. 9-19 





of Montenegro and the Littoral and the Diocese of Budimlja and NikSi¢ “were de 
facto independent in their decision-making and money managing” (Kosovi¢ 
2021). This is not true because those dioceses do not have any independence in 
deciding on their status, since this is explicitly under the authority of the Serbian 
Orthodox Church. At the same time, both dioceses are subsidized with signifi- 
cant funds from the budget of the Republic of Serbia, and the disbursement of 
those funds must be justified to the government institutions of the Republic of 
Serbia.' However, Kosovic’s fabrications are completely in line with Perovié’s 
assertion about the “Church in Montenegro” (certainly those two dioceses) 
which is a sister church to the autonomous Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the 
Patriarchate of Moscow. Therefore, here too the independence of the church 
should correspond to the dual identity. 


Unlike Perovi¢’s Politika interview in which he talks about the dual Ser- 
bian-Montenegrin identity, Kosovic endorses the dual Montenegrin-Serbian 
identity under the Montenegrin cap. It is obvious that — he believes — it is a better 
measure for readers in Montenegro. At the same time, there were those who as- 
cribed this four-page text in Vijesti at least partly to Gojko Perovic. Therefore, an 
article entitled “Doctorate of the Second Family and Gojko Perovic” appeared on 
the Borba portal, in which author pointed out the indicators in this text against 
the Serbian people and the Serbian Orthodox Church (A. Petrovié 2021). 

Dual identity was also promoted in a concrete act. At the time when he 
was a candidate for foreign minister, Djordje Radulovic filled out a form in 
which he entered “dual identity” in the column under ethnicity. This was an- 
nounced to the public on 8 November 2020 and it seems that this is the moment 
when the promotion of the so-called Montenegrin-Serbian ethnicity in govern- 
ment circles began.” 

Promoting dual identity immediately prompted a reaction from the Serbian 
academic and political community. On 25 February 2021, I said that Vijesti was 
“maliciously pushing Gojko Perovic” into trouble “to become an ideologue of 
the so-called Montenegrin-Serbian nation to break up the united and indivisible 
Serbian nation in Montenegro” (Rakovi¢ 2021a). On 21 March 2021, Proto- 
priest-Staurophore Dr Velibor Dzomi¢é warned: “The victims of the new ‘dual’ 
fraud will not be those who have declared themselves ethnically as Montene- 
grins, but exclusively those who have declared themselves ethnically as Serbs 
from Montenegro” (Dzomi¢é 2021). Rajko Petrovic from the Institute for Euro- 
pean Studies in Belgrade wrote on 27 March 2021, that “there is no doubt that 


' The Directorate for Cooperation with Churches and Religious Communities of the Republic of Serbia 
(former Ministry of Religion of the Republic of Serbia) is a government body that finances construction 
and publishing activities of the Metropolitanate of Montenegro and the Littoral and the Diocese of 
Budimlja and NikSi¢ and awards monthly grants to the clergy and monks of the Diocese of Budimlja 
and Nik8ic¢. 

? On 8 November 2020, the portals In4s.net and Borba.me published a facsimile of this form, filled in 
by Radulovié, but they soon withdrew those announcements and the authenticity of the content of the 
form was confirmed to me. 
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there will be a structure that will try to deposit a cuckoo's egg on the Serbs in the 
form of declaring themselves as ‘Serb-Montenegrin’ or ‘Montenegrin-Serb’” and 
pointed to the Spanish example of how dual identities are lethal for the primary 
identity because they had led to the strengthening of regional manifestations (R. 
Petrovié 2021a). On 4 May 2021, Petrovic accused Krivokapi¢’s government of 
wanting an “identity dualist” to become head of the Metropolitanate of Monte- 
negro and the Littoral (R. Petrovié 2021b). On 9 May 2021, Jovan Vucurovié¢, a 
MP from the New Serbian Democracy Party and the Democratic Front in the 
Assembly of Montenegro, warned that “the census should be extremely precise 
in order to avoid traps for the Serbian people in the guise of some kind of dual 
identity, which is one of the ideas.” (Kadi¢é 2021). 

Why is it that the church issue goes hand in hand with dual identity? At the 
May session of the Holy Assembly of Bishops of the Serbian Orthodox Church, 
immediately after the secession of Montenegro (2006), the decision was made to 
establish the Episcopal Council of Montenegro, which was eventually renamed 
the Episcopal Council of the Orthodox Church in Montenegro. Also, at the same 
session in May of 2006, the Holy Assembly of Bishops awarded the honorary or 
“liturgical title” of Archbishop of Cetinje to Metropolitan Amfilohije of Monte- 
negro and the Littoral. The intention of the Holy Synod was to “confuse Djuka- 
novic” by establishing the episcopal council and awarding the archbishopric title. 
However, Djukanovié was not confused in the least. On the other hand, the 
coined title of “Orthodox Church in Montenegro” and the honorary title of 
“Archbishop of Cetinje” confused the believing people and even a small but 
influential number of clergy who thought to act within the Archbishopric of the 
Cetinje of the Orthodox Church in Montenegro, and not within the Metropoli- 
tanate of Montenegro and the Littoral of the Serbian Orthodox Church. There- 
fore, it was especially necessary for the Serbian Orthodox Church to exclude 
from use the coined title of “Orthodox Church in Montenegro” and bind the 
honorary title of archbishop personally to Metropolitan Amfilohije — not to the 
ensuing metropolitans of Montenegro and the Littoral (Rakovi¢ 2021b). 

After the academic and political public reactions from February to May of 
2021, the texts that promoted the dual identity mostly fell silent. At the same 
time, after consultations with Bishop Joanikije of Budimlja and Nik8i¢, the Holy 
Synod of Bishops of the Serbian Orthodox Church adopted the text of the Basic 
Agreement, which was sent for signing to the Government of Montenegro. The 
text states that the official name for the dioceses in Montenegro is exclusively — 
the Serbian Orthodox Church. This supersedes the informal name “Orthodox 
Church in Montenegro,” which proved to be completely unreliable. That infor- 
mal name was the wind in the sails of the dualists to use it to disrupt the integral 
Serbdom in Montenegro and show the aspirations that would lead to church 
autonomy. 

The Montenegrin Prime Minister, identity dualist Zdravko Krivokapic¢, 
who came to Belgrade to sign the Basic Agreement between Montenegro and the 
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Serbian Orthodox Church on 27 May 2021, did not like that solution either, but 
had a change of heart en route to Belgrade and caused an unusual scandal even 
though a ceremony in the Serbian Patriarchate had already been prepared. In- 
stead of signing the Basic Agreement, Krivokapic¢ tried to blackmail the Serbian 
Orthodox Church into electing Bishop Joanikije (Radio-televizija Srbije 2021) as 
Metropolitan of Montenegro and the Littoral. Thus, it seems that he intended to 
make the election of the metropolitan irregular, and then in Montenegro blame 
official Serbia for stopping the election of the metropolitan of Montenegro and 
the Littoral. The next day, Bishop Joanikije sent a sharp reply to Krivokapic¢ say- 
ing that he had invited him to sign the Basic Agreement, not to determine who 
would be the Metropolitan of Montenegro and the Littoral (Vujovic 2021). On 
29 May 2021, the Holy Synod of Bishops elected Bishop Joanikije as Metropoli- 
tan of Montenegro and the Littoral, who was, by the way, the only candidate for 
that position. Metropolitan Joanikije is an integral Serb and has no dual identity. 

At the May 2021 session of the Holy Assembly of Bishops of the Serbian 
Orthodox Church, a decision was made to abolish episcopal councils in those 
former Yugoslav republics where they had been established (Croatia, Bosnia- 
Herzegovina, Montenegro), and the most important was the closure of the Epis- 
copal Council in Montenegro (Srpska pravoslavna crkva 2021). Metropolitan 
Joanikije received the title of Metropolitan of Montenegro and the Littoral in 
accordance with the Constitution of the Serbian Orthodox Church and in this 
regard he does not have the honorary title of Archbishop of Cetinje, which was 
given personally only to Metropolitan Amfilohije. Therefore, the Serbian Ortho- 
dox Church abolished all elements that the dualists had invoked in order to insti- 
tutionalize a separate church body in Montenegro: the Episcopal Council, the 
informal name “Orthodox Church in Montenegro” and the title of Archbishop of 
Cetinje. 

In spite of this, it would not be prudent to underestimate the dualists gath- 
ered around the Montenegrin-Serbian identity, although it may seem that their 
intentions have been stopped for now. It is disquieting that the center of the dual 
identity has become a small but influential part of the clergy of the Metropoli- 
tanate of Montenegro and the Littoral, and this happened during the Cross Pro- 
cessions’ Movement against the attack of the Djukanovic regime on the Serbian 
Orthodox Church. Gojko Perovic seems to have realized that cross processions 
that rallied hundreds of thousands of people in Montenegro and abroad were an 
opportunity to promote his ideas of dual identity and church autonomy. 

This phenomenon within the Metropolitanate of Montenegro and the Litto- 
ral had been overlooked until recently. Unfortunately, the seeds of that new 
separatist movement have been sown in Montenegro, which is also aimed 
against integral Serbian identity, Serbia, and Belgrade. The strength of the unity 
of the Serbian people should show superiority in relation to the two separatist 
identities in Montenegro, both the so-called Montenegrin ethnicity and the so- 
called Montenegrin-Serbian identity. 
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